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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicants' claims filed on March 1 1 , 2009 have been entered. No claims have 
been amended. No claims have been added or cancelled. Claims 16-32 are still 
pending in this application, with claims 16, 27, and 28 being independent. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed March 1 1 , 2009 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Honkala does not teach or suggest the claim limitation "a 
media streaming unit that detects whether media data is to be re-transmitted over 
another communications channel or whether the media data is to be re-transmitted on 
another timeslot over the same communications channel". Applicant further argues 
"Honkala explicitly discloses a gateway function that negates the need to perform the 
claimed detection. Specifically, Honkala extracts the signaling data needed to route the 
traffic to a destination device from the received signal". 

In response, Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant's assertions. The 
claimed limitation is broad. The cited portion of Honkala (col. 7, lines 33-48) discloses 
that an E1 has 32 communication channels (0-31). Hence, in order to support additional 
users, it needs more carriers and channels. 

As a result, if a gateway has more than one channel, there is an automatic 
detection for which channel to send the data (vice versa, if there is only one channel no 
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detection required). Furthermore, when the channel is filled up, it sends data via the 
next channel and signaling data keeps track of which channel and time slot the data is 
being sent over (col. 6, lines 9-12). 

Furthermore, claims 27 and 28 are rejected for the same reason as claim 16. In 
conclusion, examiner maintains the rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 16-18, 20-22, 24-25, and 27-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Oshima et al. (US Pub 2003/0046387) in view of Honkala et al. 
(US 6,850,778). 

Regarding claims 16, 27, and 28, Oshima discloses a telecommunication 
network comprising: 

a packet network (fig. 1); 

a call control agent associated with the packet network, the call control agent 
being configured to control at least one communication channel across the packet 
network (Para 0025, 0038; Fig. 5); 
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a media gateway associated with the call control agent, the media gateway being 
configured to receive and convert signals compatible with a first communication format 
into signals compatible with a second communication format (Para 0024, 0028-0029). 

Oshima does not explicitly disclose a media streaming unit associated with the 
media gateway, the media streaming unit configured to: determine whether the signals 
compatible with the first communication format comprise media data; 

if there is more than one communications channel connected to the media 
gateway, detect whether the media data is to be re-transmitted over another 
communications channel, or whether the media data is to be re-transmitted on another 
timeslot over the same communications channel; and transfer the media data to a 
selected time slot on a selected one of the communications channels. 

Honkala discloses a media streaming unit associated with the media gateway 
(col. 6, lines 33-59), the media streaming unit configured to: determine whether the 
signals compatible with the first communication format comprise media data (abstract; 
col. 3, lines 58-62); 

if there is more than one communications channel connected to the media 
gateway, detect whether the media data is to be re-transmitted over another 
communications channel, or whether the media data is to be re-transmitted on another 
timeslot over the same communications channel (col. 7, lines 33-48); 

and transfer the media data to a selected time slot on a selected one of the 
communications channels (col. 5, line 60 - col.6, line 12). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Oshima with the teaching of Honkala, to 
determine whether incoming signals comprise media data so that we can use one 
gateway to transfer both signaling and media data and lower cost (Honkala, col. 3, lines 
1-14) . 

Regarding claim 17, Honkala discloses wherein the media streaming unit is 
configured to convert the media data into the signals compatible with the second 
communication format if the signals compatible with the first communication format 
comprise media data (col. 3, lines 22-39). 

Regarding claims 18 and 30, Honkala discloses a gateway core processor 
associated with the media gateway, and wherein the media streaming unit is configured 
to forward the signals compatible with the first communication format to the gateway 
core processor if the signals compatible with the first communication format do not 
comprise media data (fig. 3, element 74). 

Regarding claim 20, Honkala discloses wherein the media streaming unit is 
further configured to receive and convert signals compatible with the second 
communication format into the signals compatible with the first communication format 
(col. 5, line 60 - col.6, line 6). 

Regarding claim 21, Honkala discloses wherein the media streaming unit is 
further configured to: determine whether the signals compatible with the second 
communication format comprise media data; and if the signals compatible with the 
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second communication format comprise media data, convert the media data into the 
signals compatible with the first communication format (col. 3, lines 21-39). 

Regarding claims 22 and 32, Honkala discloses a gateway core processor 
associated with the media gateway, and wherein the media streaming unit is configured 
to forward the signals compatible with the second communication format to the gateway 
core processor if the signals compatible with the second communication format do not 
comprise media data (fig. 3, element 76). 

Regarding claim 24, Honkala discloses wherein the first communication format 
comprises pulse code modulation (col. 7, lines 14-17). 

Regarding claim 25, Honkala discloses wherein the second communication 
format comprises a packet data format (col. 3, line 4 - signaling traffic). 

Regarding claim 29, Honkala discloses wherein if the signals compatible with the 
first communication format comprise media data, the media streaming unit is configured 
to convert the media data into the signals compatible with a second communication 
format for transmission over the selected one of the communications channels (col. 5, 
line 45 - col.6, line 12). 

Regarding claim 31 , Honkala discloses wherein the media streaming unit is 
configured to: determine whether the signals compatible with the second 
communication format comprise media data; and convert the media data into signals 
compatible with the first communication format if the signals compatible with the second 
communication format comprise media data (col. 3, lines 22-39). 
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5. Claims 19 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Oshima et al. (US Pub 2003/0046387) in view of Honkala et al. (US 6,850,778) in 
further view of Bjelland et al. (US 2002/0006780). 

Regarding claims 19 and 23, Oshima and Honkala teaches a telecommunication 
network (Oshima, fig. 1); 

Oshima and Honkala does not disclose wherein the media streaming unit 
determines whether the signals compatible with the first and second communication 
format comprise media data based on call detail records associated with the signals. 

Bjelland discloses wherein the media streaming unit determines whether the 
signals compatible with the first and second communication format comprise media data 
based on call detail records associated with the signals (Para 0051-0054). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Oshima and Honkala with the teaching of 
Bjelland, to classify the data as media data or non-media type and then further process 
the data. 

6. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable Oshima et al. 
(US Pub 2003/0046387) in view of Honkala et al. (US 6,850,778) in further view of 
Tyndall et al. (US 2005/0188162). 

Regarding claim 26, Oshima and Honkala teaches a media streaming unit 
(Oshima, fig. 1). 

Oshima and Honkala does not disclose wherein the media streaming unit is a 
field programmable gate array. 
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Bjelland teaches wherein the media streaming unit is a field programmable gate 
array (Para 0053). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to Oshima and Honkala with the teaching Tyndall to 
make the media streaming unit a FPGA, because it provides extremely high stream 
rates and it can be tailored to meet their own individual needs. This is simply a design 
choice that is well known in the art. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to NAFIZ E. HOQUE whose telephone number is 
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(571)270-181 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F Alternate Fridays Off 
7:30 - 5:00 PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ahmad Matar can be reached on 571-272-7488. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/NAFIZ E HOQUE/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2614 



/Ahmad F Matar/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2614 



